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"3^1 TfalWi 


(^ifaRT ftWHT) 

1 ipi 2003 


U^ 14 / 5 / 2003 -si*Tt jjjl— hpI^ix fqPwicIl ^I^T, % hU^hA 

srafa ^ 5f%jH xjfMcmr feftrSs, fttf tp^ ^ 

cPtoraT, iftrcf irgqfa ^ ^ 1?]m ^ ig95 

4 Wfratfer £fti> ftslPm 1975 ^ $fcp (xrrfer crc^ft gff 

3 to <m sir^r t?| stubr smr sift ftsfoji) f^ tin i c i on 1995 ft 

ftfftg gTfftsft (f^ aift <?>r Tpn #) ft^xj<p snfftpr ^ <ft £ 

ft Ijer ft 2p cfgf ft Plqlfoq l^lsblelcp 4 j| 5^-( ft m<Pl 35T STlfttl cPITOT '’PH 

t ^PIT Hicixlft WET IJ?> IR Hiciyltfl ^{e3J cRlft 3>T 3FjftET fc|RT ipjT ft| ft 3HI 

^ iJRRftf Rsfaftaft fr 3ftft»c*H ^ ftftcFe* f^rfs^s: ^ ^ ftnft 

ljlsbfel<m lei Pi os, ^fSjilMI % 7 lfR|<t>| gp SRefa ftRT ft| 


^nftenren? 

2. ^ nftiH Tnf%R5i if snftei ijrr sift ftftuft if ftftfeR? q57^>r t ( fftft 
^ <IR SRft <pg H 5 R RUT t) I ftftfei* RlfiR ft?ftftsr UfoRT ftt TR 5 ehff -^ 3 eIT t 
jRRfft ft m ft U5R ft cfR 90% 4 SRI ftsn tl ftftftR? xpijprr 
^ftlPlcp ftftef RTpR; ftftfeRT ft ?p, W=jfeR> SR ft SRIR £ I U ll fttfrKfrTlf if <?RT 
t % ft)RI*j<R> ft 3R5TU 55 ^ 3f?pf?I W. 3^ 

*pfcm 55 oi. 30 imr 55o.30_ 5®r #f 5501 imr 5503 ^ ti swift, 

sftai^je3> q’-ITctjyui ^gei sri^fiR? t ?wr gsftR «nR ^ &rtt?r w ftisft ft u®r- 
3THR>ffift5f|| 


1824 01/2003 


0) 
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'3~g7t T T 

3 *JF RRHicll, ^ Ro?ft £RT sfc m pft cfr q fi*fl 

ff^FT l^fMefcRT fcrft&S, : e|#>T5, ^ 

fcrRfe, ^Ctolcli, ^%efN folRici'S, fe?t ^ TTTE2W ^r ^RR 7T^ tl 

^ 3^ ^ ^?qT^T t ^|R|cb|chTll3?t cR ftRTT - 50% ^T 37^ «RRTT 
t ato ^feR ^rcFicfnrt w^cin R^Hicicfl <t Fm 5(3)( ^) <t <?rr 

^ eft cfRt tl ^ 3HT ^ vScMIcich, 3Rffa |ft*FT ^ 

foiftts, ^T, OTT t?TC* cf^TH ^%HT t cR 

Rnrr tl 


?nftert?i 

4. t 311 Pi d t?T tRRRT( ftrt 3TTt t?T ^RTT t) tl 

^PTH gR^ 

5. Rlf^^|c^Tli3t t Flc|( fcjRTT t \3Rfct ^RT vicHlRd cRg teTR^T t dcMlRcf, cRT 
^ m crtf ^t WfcRT cRg <£ RTFTB ; tl 3TcT: crt*TRT RRftt 5RtR^, . 

^JcR^^t gRT Mlfef cR^ eft RRgcftT <t 3Te} <t tt?R mg M ^ 

37TiTjf?ic1 “ RHH efRj” c^M^i ^RHT RT R^T tl •••: ■'. 


6 - t TfcRRltt pT4dlc]ofl <t 3Rpfa 1 <t t^f 7 OT 8 <t 3Rpfa 3Rffa 

tRTRRT 4t tR ^TRTR 3 t4cZJcR^ Tjpf^ ^ tcfRRT Pfafa <?> ^ t ^FTHI 

^!T cfR FN! RRTT tl 3TRt ^Tt ^ t d-tlt ftdjcf} 8 afcRj^R; 2002 eft t 'fft 

3#^^ eft tl RrPT t^tft ttRRXR ^ RRfe RRfe R#Ef ^ t 

tRR^ % 3TRK 3T8fef^TT ^TefT t?T t?HT tl 3fcf: ^ | R|c^|chxlT t cR 

^er t 3 RpTf^T ^?cn^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ 3TTETTR W f^H tl ^dHiq*1efl J ld ^ 3T^M ^ foR ^HIHR41 eft eft^ 

W fcRTR Rr^T ^RTf tl t ^iftc^jcf?^ ^ ^Tcff eft RTrf ^RRTlfeT 

RraRRRt ^ 3R6T€T 1 ^ tRT 7 dRTf 8 ^ 3TTctcf> t cfRt ^T 5fW4 Rrtt tl t 

5 TSRT ^RT ^cTRRT t ^ ^IHM ^c?T |fcjcbIcbTlI ^RT \jqcTCT ^RR tr 

OTRR RFRT ct 3TJTPT ^ 37T£fR iR feRR ft^TT tl 
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pRld foPd’ 

7. ^ ^ ^fjbfcicb ^l$<R ^ 3TRR ^ 

##^3TTft7^H £RT TOT%?T 3TT^% 5R?^ f^ # Rfo c£t f^Rfa 

'PltlTR^ eft '3TT ^| cpK^MI £R ^R f^RricT ^ft*R PcMeP feR *n%, ft*TT 

3T=M^ mRcJ?M cfSJT IRR fefeFT 5RRT cf> foR ^R RImhI ^T f^RT ^RT #| 

R^T RpR 


8. ^FT TO RTSR t 'fe ^ ^ TOJ RT >HHIR iJR pRcf pRfa 

cffcRT ^ W# 3rfiR> t fyRRt 5RFT <[RR W RTT ^^RRT % ^ f^RfcR^ g[RT 

cRg cm RR f^RT RT ^?T tl 

arfcr t& cbKuii^cb mg 

9. RRpR Pf^FT RHRS'l RSTTRR^ ^T ^ 3TRTFi ^ Tt&cJ \JSfpT ^ 

^nk f%RRt 3 cf>4), fe?t 3 crt cftiR crjr rft 3 

3T3RRT f$RT£ RRR \JSfR cfft oTTRRcTT *R 5RR wH 5RR ^RR dRT 

R? RTT -dcidl % 1% ^o| eft vj^Vl RcR cfc cf?KO[ RRpcb ^flcT Ip? 11 

MRH>M RR ^ cRRT 

10. 'cjh^cw ^utM rh 4 f^ ( Pf3*e jnftr^t ^?fr ft tjr ft 3 rrt 

W ft PftPd cRg ft 3TRtf^T R^T ftt vd>flcft w CRT wft W ftt 

RCd'Mt ftR cfRcf %\ 
rr R§t mf§ ' 

11. ci^h #f ft 5RFpnft rr ftt i sr^er 2002 % 31 w$ 2003 ?r? cf§Y tl 

^dl cf?^d} 

12. ^T Rtf ^ RT% M ^ 5 TTcT ftiridchi 3fR ^TRcT ^ 

3TRTRR7f 3TRJT ^ feR3T RT ^ # 1% ^ Pnf^cbl^ XR ^JeR 

^T^tRt^TcR, dlfDfvri| f^HFT, crrRrR ^ vJ^jW TRTcR, iTRdi ^R^R ^fRT IR^T ^ 

f^t“iiooii Wffer prr ^ sfR Rratfer £rr ^fr ^rt jr^t ^ cirt sfrt 
tWrft ^ 3RTR ^RRI 3TR ftcR^ W^t ^ ^ TTf ^ ^tcR fi fa f Rd 

5m ^ 3fR RmtRcr ^r rr ^r srtfm ^r ti 




#RT: 


13. cRfTTR ^ ^FTT fcffecT WT # Rfift xnf§<? Rt ^T^T T?t 

*R HTterfi cfr TOT ^ ilcbl^H rf\ filfe % 40 f^T ^?ct ^x[ Rpft 

tnttrji cRnft f^r wf fWcT^r 3lk strtrt^ 3tr*t % fcTHT w ^t t, 3 Tcr % 
fcT# RT ^ ^ ^ 40 fM <£ ^ftR ^rRT ?Wtl 

>Hl4v^Pich im^cf ^T MOT: 

n. pm 6(7) ^ ar^ffR; tft f&Rg qpff ^ RP faftcfr cft ft%ur t 
3tr qrfM ^rt ir^t ^tr RT^t cfr amPrito am ^ ti 
^ few TT^f armwF ^rt ^ *ht ^Rcft t ^ ^Prt rt uim® cfc 
vFft aTRSTT RTeW ^Rfift t 3M RRT ^ RRlfej ^RT ^Tcfift t eft 
3TRT TRT ^zfi cfc 3TTCR R ^ ^R # tRIT W? ^ ^tf^cf 

fWM cfR WcT tf 

RRA fwRv jnftreRKt 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

INITIATION NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 1st July, 2003 

Subject : Initiation of Anti-dumping investigation concerning import of Acrylic Fibre ^ 
from Belarus into India. 

No. 14/5/2003-DGAD.— Forum of Acrylic Fibres Manufacturers, New Delhi 
through the participating companies, viz., M/s. Indian Acrylics Ltd., Chandigarh, M/s. 
Consolidated Fibres and Cheriiicals Ltd., Kolkata, M/s. Pasupati Acrylon Ltd., New 
Delhi; have filed a petition in accordance with the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended 
in 1995 and Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping 
Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 before the 
Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as the Authority) alleging dumping of 
Acrylic Fibre originating in or exported from Belarus and requested for Anti Dumping 
investigations and levy of anti dumping duties. Two other domestic producers, viz., M/s. 
Indian Petrochemicals and Chemicals Ltd., Baroda; and M/s. Vardhman Acrylics Ltd., 
Ludhiana have supported the petition. 

PRODUCT INVOLVED 

2. The product involved in the present petition is Acrylic Fibre in all Deniers 
(hereinafter referred as subject goods). Acrylic Fibre is a long chain of synthetic polymer 
composed of at least 90% by weight of Acrylonitrile units. Acrylic Fibre can be Acrylic 
staple fibre, acrylic tow or acrylic top. Petitioners have claimed that Acrylic Fibre is 
classified under Chapter 55 of Customs Tariff Classification Major Heads 5501 and 5503 
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with respective six digit classification 5501.30 and 5503.30. These Custom classifications 
are however, indicative only and are in no way binding on the scope of the present 
investigation. 

DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

3. The petition has been filed by Forum of Acrylic Fibres Manufacturers, New 
Delhi through the participating companies, viz.. M/s. Indian Acrylics Ltd., Chandigarh, 

M/s. Consolidated Fibres and Chemicals Ltd., Kolkata, M/s. Pasupati Acrylon Ltd., New 
Delhi. The petitioners’ share in the total domestic production of Acrylic Fibre is more 
than 50% and therefore, the petitioners satisfy the criteria of standing to file the petition 
in terms of Rule 5(3) (a) of the Rules supra. Two other domestic producers, viz.. M/s. 
Indian Petrochemicals and Chemicals Ltd., Baroda; and M/s. Vardhman Acrylics Ltd., 
Ludhiana have supported the petition. 

COUNTRY INVOLVED 

4. The country involved in the present investigation is Belarus ( hereinafter referred 
to as the subject country). 

LIKE ARTICLE 

5. The petitioners have claimed that the goods produced by them are like articles to 
the goods produced, originating in or exported from Belarus. Therefore, for the purpose 
of the present investigation, the goods produced by the petitioners are being treated as 
Tike articles’ to that imported from the subject country within the meaning of the Rules 
supra. 

NORMAL VALUE 

6. The petitioners have claimed Normal Value in respect of exports from Belarus 
under para 7 & 8 of Annexure 1 of Anti Dumping Rules i.e. treating Belarus as Non- 
Market Economy. In support of their claim, they have produced EC Notification dated 8 th 
October, 2002 wherein Belarus has been treated as Non-Market Economy in respect of 
Anti Dumping investigation pertaining to PSF exports to EU. Petitioner has thus claimed 
Normal Value on estimates of cost of production in India plus selling, general and 
administrative expenses and profits. For estimates of cost of production, international 
price of raw materials has been considered. The Authority proposes to examine the claim 
of the petitioner in the light of para 7 and 8 of Annexure 1 of the Anti Dumping Rules as 
amended. The Authority has prima facie considered the Normal value of subject goods in 
Belarus on the basis of estimates of cost of production as made available by the petitioner. 

EXPORT PRICE 

7. The petitioners have furnished the data published by the DGCI&S regarding 
imports of Acrylic Fibre from subject country to determine the export price of the subject 
goods. Adjustments have been claimed on account of ocean freight, insurance, 
commission, inland transportation and port handling charges to arrive at the Export Price 
at ex-factory level. 

DUMPING MARGIN 

8. There is sufficient evidence that Normal Value of the subject goods in the subject 
country is significantly higher than the net export price indicating prima-facie that the 
subject goods are being dumped by exporters from the subject country. 
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INJURY AND CAUSAL LINK 

9. Various parameters relating to injury such as the increase in imports from subject 
country, decline in market share of domestic industry, decline in sales, increase in 
inventory, inability to realize fair and reasonable price affecting profitability of the 
Domestic Industry prima-facie indicate collectively and cumulatively that the Domestic 
Industry has suffered material injury on account of dumping. 


INITIATION OF ANTI-DUMPING INVESTIGATIONS 

10. The Designated Authority, in view of the foregoing paragraphs, initiates anti¬ 
dumping investigations into the existence, degree and effect of alleged dumping of the 
subject goods originating in or exported from the subject country. 


PERIOD OF INVESTIGATION tPOI) 

11. The period of investigation for the purpose of present investigation is 1 st Anril 
2002 to 31 st March 2003. ’ 


SUBMISSION OF INFORMATION 

12. The exporters in the subject country and the importers in India known to be 
concerned with this investigation are being addressed separately to submit relevant 
information in the form and manner prescribed and to make their views known to the 
Designated Authority, Directorate General of Anti Dumping & Allied Duties, Department 
of Commerce, Ministry of Commerce and Industry, Government of India, Udyog Bhavan, 
New Delhi-110011. Any other interested party may also make its submissions relevant to 
the investigation in the prescribed form and manner within the time limit set out below. 

TIME LIMIT 

13. Any information relating to the present investigation should be sent in writing so 
as to reach the Authority at the address mentioned above not later than forty days from the 
date of publication of this notification. The known exporters and importers, who are 
being addressed separately, are however, required to submit the information within forty 
days from the date of the letter addressed to them separately. 

INSPECTION OF PUBLIC FILE 

14. In terms of Rule 6(7), any interested party may inspect the public file containing 
non-confidential version of the evidence submitted by other interested parties. 

In case where an interested party refuses access to, or otherwise does not provide 
necessary information within a reasonable period, or significantly impedes the 
investigation, the Authority may record its findings on the basis of the facts available to it 
and make such recommendations to the Central Government as deemed fit. 


L.V SAPTHARISHI, Designated Authority 
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